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SUBJECT * 


Director of Central Intelligence 

Composition of the Intelligence Advisory Committee 


1* The genesis of the Intelligence Advisory Ccosalttee a 
reooH»eadation of the so-called Lowtt Committee, dated 3 
1^5, that a Central Intelligence Agency should he established and 
that there should he created within the Agency an Intelligence Board 
«hlch would consist of the 3-2, A-2, and* the Director of Hava! 
Intelligence, and the chiefs of principal civilian intelligence 
ancles haring functions related to the national security. However, 
to the President’s directive of 22 January 1946, which created the 
Centre! Intelligence Group, paragraph 7 provided that the Director 
of Central totemgene Ahali be advised by an Satemgence Advisory 




Board consisting of the headT^f the prCipal military and civilian 

intelligence ,g«eiee of the iwmrt V-' 

„ the nation*. laSfKmttS&mr 

fcetweo the Blreetor In Me =aj»city ee he* of the *g<*ey 
•nl U Dlreetor of Central Intelligence olth reSroneiMlitiee «Wer 
than as Aginey WM. ®>e Intelligence Mvieory Scerf one to ' 

to t his latter capacity, I. 

8, f*s national Security Act of 194? vas silent as to any 

advisory body, but there is no indication that this omission bed 
Ognifieanca one my or another. The then Director proposed to 
reconstitute the Advisory Group by his own appointment action, but 
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1fi tfa aflertnw ^ ryn<Htj«ii a-£iBaa the intelligence chiefs few 5uH**rt 
ttot such a Qrot© wo & *h»v»- » e be constituted by the national Security 

Council 


Shis was agreed to end the Intelligence Advisory Committee 
><0 -JU-c-vJUv >?V7, 


^ * 


wm #rfci&li«faed Isy HSCB) #l^to advise the Director of Central 
Intelligence. \ 

3, SO Indication has been found in the records that any ooosid- 

\ 

nation was given at that time ci\ later to the thought that one 
r epr esentative from the Department'. of Defense sight represent ell 
«Uite# entities involved. It* part the military representation 
oh the XntJkligpec Advisory ComalUee was a pmctlcal recognition 


coor dina tion ffifch each osarvice intelligence 


,1 V 



of the need for close e 

gyoup and for close mutual support Bewever, it also arose in pert 
emt of the second proviso of Section 102(d)(3) of the National 
Security Act, -&ieh read that the departments anl other a§mel*» 

Of the Government shall continue to collect, evaluate, correlate, 

*ad disseminate departmental ir.te.Ui^nce. This was a clear-cut 
yyssion of eongreenional intent that the int egrity of the 
do par tasstal litelligance aganel&s should be ( ^es«rv al 

4, xf now the Secretary of defense wishes tc unify the 
departmental Intelligence agencies or at least their representation 
ea the Intelligence Advisory Cffislttce, the above proviso would 
raise a question as to whether he were violating the intent of the 
Congress. Any objection baaed on this proviso would be purely 
technical and would not withstand a determination made in the 
interest of iatradepartaent&l efficiency. A mere difficult question 
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is presented if the Central Intel 
position representation)vould be detrimental to the 
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functioning of the Intelligence Advisory Committee and to the 
coordination of intelligence activities relating to the national 
security. 

5. Under sections 102(d)(1) and 102(d)(2) of the National 
Security Act, this Agency ha® a duty to advise the National Security 
Council in matters concerning the intelligence activities of the 
Government departments and agencies and to make recommendations 

to the National Security Council for the coordination of such 

intelligence activities. If, therefore, the Agency believed that 
/§ syyx+JL 

possible eetion^by me Secretary of Bef&nee would be detrimental 
it would have a duty to advise the National Security Council, end 
rec ommen d against such unification. 3ven if the Agency believed 
that the nnifled^r egros e at a tlon would be bemoffiotel, it would be 
necessary to recommend to the National Security Council an appropriate 
amendment to HSCID ^ 

6. If the service representatives on the Intelligence Advisory 
Committee are replaced by a single representative from the Department 
of fief ease or in the alternative if the Deportment of Defense 
representative is added to the service representation, there would 
be no change, in our opinion., in the responsibilities ajid authorities 

Director of Central Intelligence or in hl^^llaAton to the 
Intelligence Advisory Committee. There is no question in our mind 
that Congress holds the Director alone responsible for results 
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in tile field of intelligence related to the national security, 
neither he nor the Hat tonal Security Council can spread this r capons i- 
hUity or establish collects* responsibility in any group or committee. 

It was for this reason that the Intelligence Advisory Committee was 
Properly set up to advise the Director, This limitation on the 
Committee *s power has not been universally accepted and repeated 
attempts have been made to establish that the Director is merely one 
among equals in any matter coming before the Intelligence Advisory 
Committee, Whenever the issue has been clearly Joined on this point, 
however, pre-eminence of the Director has been specifically 
recognized. The word "pre-eminence" is carefully chosen as the 
relation of the Director to the other members of the Int elligen ce 
Advisory Committee: it is in no sense a command relation. The 
normal role of authority consistent with responsibility cannot be 
applied here In staple fora. One Director believed clarification 
necessary to the point of obtaining authority from the national 
Intelligence Authority to have him act as their gwwutive Agent in 
all matters relating to intelligence. He never exercised this au thor ity, 
and his successor deemed it advisable to establish the relation more 
nearly in its present form. However, the Director has a i4 ^° sc 'M 

request more than simple cooperation, although this is the basis 
Of successful functioning and in the final analysis to place Usz a*n 
issue before the Bation&l Security Council even in face of the 
unanimous opposition of the entire Intelligence Advisory Committee 
whether constituted in its present fora or with the unified representation 
of the Department of Defease, 
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